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foreign corporation solely engaged in interstate business,
unless the corporation has qualified to do business and all
taxes due have been paid.158

If we try, after all this, to ascertain the exact position of a
noncomplying corporation having wholly or partly performed
its own contractual obligations, when the other party refuses
performance and restitution, the situation seems to be as
follows:

If the contract is valid under the violated statute but the
corporation may not sue in the state courts for enforcement
of the other party's duty, it may, nevertheless, even in these
courts claim restitution on the ground of failure of consider-
ation, with any of the normal remedies.

Where the contract is "void," we do not find any secure
doctrine. Only a handful of cases belonging to two or three
jurisdictions illustrate the situation.

Several Michigan decisions have the merit of establishing
with clear foundation the right of a noncomplying corporation
to revindicate ownership of a movable which it has retained
unconditionally159 or under a conditional sale.160 They recog-
nize that, if a contract is void because the plaintiff had no
authorization, it does not follow that it must forfeit its prop-
erty to the defendant.161 This answers the argument, ex-
pressed for instance in Tennessee, that the Singer Manu-
facturing Co. could not be allowed to recover a machine sold
conditionally on default of the buyer in payment, because
"to allow it would be to enforce the contract. . . and to put a
premium on its violation of law."162 But a federal court in
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